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ticna4 supports ? critically of course, the present struggle of the
Greek partisans against the new occupation just as it supports any
opposition of the masses, regardless of its confused national form,
in all the countries occupied by the Anglo-Saxons and Russians, Na-
tional oppression is a reality of imperialism and its wars, and poses
to the proletarian vanguard problems which cannot be solved by a

sectarian attitude that takes a position for or against, en bloc.

3. Munis, whose respect for revolutionary Marxism is such
that he finds it unnecessary to define the class nature of the USSR
in order to draw conclusions concerning its defense or non-defense
as well as the correct tactic to adopt toward the Stalinist parties,

rejects the defense of the USSR as well as the policy of the united
front with the Stalinist parties and all the consequences which
this policy involves.

With Munis it is necessary to proceed on all questions with
the A-B-C of Marxism. The International has explained very clearly
its present position on the question of the USSR especially recently
in the "Draft Theses on the 4th International and Stalinism" sub-

mitted by the International Secretariat for the approval of the

next World Congress.

We shall confine ourselves to examining the tactical conclusions
drawn by Muni* from his estimate of the USSR and Stalinism. Munis
is against the united front with Stalinism and the transitional slo-
gan of "Workers 1 Government of the traditional workers' parties"
on the basis of a typically sectarian and very old argument, in
spite of his pretensions as an "innovator" and a regenerator of the
"sterile thinking" of the International.

According to Munis it is necessary to reject the united front
with the Stalinist parties, as well as the transitional slogan of

the "Workers 1 Government of the traditional working class pferties"

(concretized during one period in France by the slogan of the SP-CP-
CGT to power), because Stalinism is the agent of the "triumphant
counter-revolution" in Russia, "a thousand tiroes more reactionary"
than the Mensheviks of 1917, because the Stalinists are opposed to

all forms of proletarian democracy and because the proletariat "no

longer today has any real illusions in bourgeois democracy, in so-

cial democracy, and in Stalinism."

But since when has the policy of the united front been deter-

mined by the more reactionary or less reactionary character of the

party which claims to represent the working class or by that party s

concept of "workers' democracy"? The united front is a tactic

imposed above all by the fact that large working class masses follow

leaderships other than that of the revolutionary party.

Moreover, the fact that substantial -- in reality, very sub-

stantial — masses (in certain countries, the overwhelming majority

of the proletariat) follow these leaderships, particularly the Stal-

inist leadership, proves that the "illusions about Stalinism" are

not only "real" but very powerful, and that it is necessary to take



them into account. Also, the united front, in its Leninist conccp-.
tion, far from constituting a means of consolidating these illusions
and making concessions to Stalinism, is, on the contrary, the most
effective and the only method which actual experience in the work-
ing class movement has yet shown us for destroying these illusions
and for freeing the masses from the domination of their traitorous
leaderships.

How is it possible to avoid calling for the united front with
the Stalinists in countries like France, Italy, China, Brazil, etc.,
where they exercise a preponderant influence on the working class
movement and where to separate one's self from the Stalinist mili-
tants in action, in the factories and trade unions, would be tanta-
mount to actual suicide for any revolutionary party. If theoreti-
cal considerations on this question and all past experience do not
suffice, the events which have recently agitated. France and Italy
irrefutably -demonstrated once again that it is impossible to engage
in any action while ignoring the Leninist tactic of the united
front.

The use of the united front tactic moreover leads of necessity
to the utilization on a higher level of the transitional slogan of
"Workers* Government of the traditional working class parties."

If the masses follow these parties, and if the revolutionary
party remains a very small minority, the proletarian vanguard will
utilize this slogan to unmask the traitorous character. of the tra-
ditional leadership. This slogan is necessary because the great
majority of the masses? whether Comrade Funis likes it or not," fol-
low the reformists and the Stalinists and not the revolutionary
party. As long as conditions remain such, there are' two ways in
which to act.

a) Either as a doctrinrire who interests himself only in the
general propaganda of "pure" communism.

b) Or as political leaders of the working class who must
take into consideration what the thousands upon thousands of ele-
ments among the exploited masses are thinking.

The first way is that of the sectarian for whom Lenin wrote
the "Infantile Sickness" with its admirable last chapters. Comrade
Munis would do well to reread these, if he is in disagreement on
this question v/ith Trotsky and really finds his attitude toward
Stalinism "absolutely false" today. He would see that Lenin, far
from having conceived of the "Workers' Government of the tradi-
tional working class parties" for Russia only where "there were
Soviets.;" visualized it also for England which had the Labor Party,
the Hendersons, the Snowdens, and no Soviets. In reality, the
tactic conceived by Lenin within the mass movement, whatever the

particular country may be, is determined solely by the relationship
of forces between the revolutionary party and the parties in which
the working class still places its confidence.

Anything else is only the sterile nonsense of incurable sec-
tarians which one would expect to have disappeared once and for all



in our International after so _ many years of experience.

h. Munis dees not shew himself any more discerning of the

spirit of the Transitional Program when he considers the question
of nationalizations.,

He is in principle against nationalizations which "have until
now served only the bourgeoisie."

What a discovery*

Munis has not understood that this slogan, like most of the

slogans of the Transitional Program, is inscribed within the per-

spective of the revolutionary mobilization of the proletariat lead-

ing to the conquest of power, in order for each one of these slogans

to have an effective meaning.

Nor does Munis distinguish between the content of .^ur national-

ization slogan and that of the reformist and Stalinist slogan; that

is, that we are for nationalization without compensation or indem-

nities and under workers' control . "Against this dated slogan"

Munis opposes simply "that of the expropriation of capitalism and

the destruction of its State by democratically elected committees.

Let us set aside this "destruction of the State by committees" which

is indeed an original and very intelligible way of popularizing the

Revolution. To a transits nal slogan Munis ceunterposes . . . the Rev-

olution .

After this one can no longer be surprised that Comrade Munis

has already had enough of the Transitional Program, several parts

of which seem to him to no longer correspond to the "new stage."
Unfortunately it happens that "this new stage" is precisely for us

the stage requiring a closer application than ever before of the

"transitional program" in its entirety.

Let us now turn to the organizational differences as formulated

in the documents of Comrade Munis and his friends, The inaccuracies

and crude misrepresentations are numerous in these documents*

We shall select a few examples. Munis complains that the Inter-

national leadership, the IEC and the IS have not encouraged interna-

tional discussion preparatory to the World Congress, and have, in

fact, sabotaged it.

From the Very day after the April Conference, which decided to

constitute itself" only a Pre-Conference in preparation for the World

Congress , the new international leadership declared that the discus-

sion was open throughout the whole International on the basis of

the political resolution adopted by this Conference and that it

should be conducted particularly on the following points; Ine UbbK

and Stalinism, the "national question" during the war, the tactic

for building mass parties of the hth International. The position

of the international leadership on all these questions was precisely
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stated in a series of documents, the principal ones of which are
those of the April Conference of 19^6 and the Theses of Conrade
Germain which gave approximately our general p-siti^n cn the ques-
tion of the USSR and Stalinism.

"

In the course of the discussion which ensued immediately after
the April Conference between the international leadership and the
comrades of the British majority on the one hand and the comrades
of the former French majority cn the other, the International stated
and developed its position on a series of questions relating to
the character of the pre sent period, the Perspectives of capitalism ,

the applicatirn of the Transitional Program and the tactic to fo 1

-

low in building cur parti ns ,

~

' At the sane time, apropos of the differences which had risen
with our Greek comrades, the International once again, as it has
done in the past, stated its position cn the problems posed by the
new "national question." All these documents have been published
in the Internal Bulletins of the IS sent to all the sections.

Is it possible that Comrade Munis kn<-ws nothing about this
discussion and these documents?

Moreover, the discussion on the USSR and Stalinism has been
engaged in with an intensity hitherto unknown in cur movement. Four
printed and two mimeographed Internal Bulletins have been published
cn this question, and these include a considerable majority of arti-
cles of minority tendencies. The pamphlets of Comrade Munis have
been distributed at the expense of the IS to all the sections of
the International a Since the April Conference, in addition to the
issues of the "Quatrieme Internationale.;." 18 Internal Bulletins
printed in French, six mimeographed in French, plus a large number
of single articles in French, English, Gorman, Spanish, as well as
a few mimeographed issues of the I.B.. in English have been published,

Almost the entire number of articles submitted to the IS for
international discussion preparatory to the World Congress have been
or are being published and distributed by the IS to the leaderships
of all the sectirns and all the organizations adhering to the ifth
International.

Never in the past has su^h an effort been made for the pre-
paration of a Congress, in spite of the extremely limited financial
and technical means at the disposal of the leading bodies of the
International,

If the contributions of all the sections and of all the mili-
tants of the International to the international discussion is not
sufficient for Comrade Munis, if the comrades are more interested
than they should be in the question of the USSR and less in the
other questions included in the agenda for discussion and dealt with
in the documents of the International, that is one thing; but the
responsibility of the International is another thing. Who has



hindered Comrade Munis himself from expressing what he thinks on
all these questions? For what is paradoxical" in these accusations
of Comrade Munis that there is insufficient discussion is the fact
that he has contributed the least. Once a series of documents ap-
pear, one would expect political counter-documents , Instead of that,
Comrade Munis has lowered the level of the discussion lamentably by
turning his back on political questions and quibbling about a whole
series of trifling organizational points

Comrade Munis in the next place finds that the basis of repre-
sentation at the Wrrld Congress established by the 3rd Plenum of
the IEC is founded on Machiavellian calculations in order to capture
the majority of the World Congress. His rich imagination constructs
tables to "prove" that the IEC has "cut a majority to measure."

In order to arrive at this, he becomes involved in some intri-
cate arithmetic, citing some very inexact membership totals and gra-
tuitously assigning "majority" and "minority" delegates. All this
would indeed be comic if it were not set down in a document signed
by militants, among whom are to be found venerated militants of the
M-th International,

Your "round" figures as well as your "percentages" of "major-
ity" and "minority" delegates, Comrade Munis, for example, those on
France, Germany, India, Holland, Belgium, Greece, Indo-China, China,
not to mention others, are others, are radically wrong and the con-
clusions which you draw from them are castles in Spain..

This will be clearly demonstrated at the World Congress and
the findings of the credentials committee will be announced to the
responsible delegates. For the moment it suffices to inform the
entire International of one detail

5
truly indicative of the "maneu-

verist" nature of the IEC; at the discussion on the basis of repre-
sentation to the World Congress, at the 3rd Plenum of the IEC, the
proposal was made to consider Comrade Natalia as the representative
at the Congress of the Russian section ; f the kth International. This
proposal was adopted unanimously. This ha s not prevented Comrade
Munis from seeing in the inclusion of the Russian section in the
list of sections to be represented at the World Congress, an addi-
tional "maneuver" on the part of the IEC to capture the "majority."
By "unmasking" this ''maneuver'' he now risks losing precious votes
for his own "majority." For, in reality, he counterpoises a majority
made to fit his own ends to the "majority" which he has computed
for others.

Let us just observe the "objectivity" which distinguishes his
last table, arbitrary from beginning to end, In it Germany figures
with two delegates, but Cuba with four, Canada with two delegates

j

but South Africa with four, Holland and Belgium with two delegates,
but Mexico with three and Chile with four delegates each,

The same goes for the question of representation of minorities
and the transfer of mandates. The concept of the democratic ele-
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ment in the regime of democratic centralism in cur International
means in reality for Comrade Munis, doing away more or less with
the rights of the majority. Thus in place of the proportional rep-
resentation of minorities as conceived by the IEC, Comrade Munis
demands representation for any minority having at least 20% of the
members of its section.

Democracy, according to Comrade Munis ?
consists , for example,

in the case of a section having two representatives for h/5 of its
members, in granting one additional representative for a minority
grouping of 1/5 of this organization, and thus subordinating not
only the real majority of this section, but also any other section
which, lacking the advantage of having a minority, could be repre-
sented by ^nly two delegates.

Comrade Munis r proposal is a premium gratuitously offered the
minorities. The IEC does not exclude minorities from the Congress.
All minorities "constituting approximately at least a fourth of the
membership of a section will be represented." They will have delib-
erative votes provided the number of delegates granted to that sec-
tion permits it. In all other cases they will have cnsultative
votes.

But even on this point the IEC was not rigid. In its discus-
sions it was made clear that in the case of serious and politically
important minorities ? the IEC will be very flexible in recommending
to the World Congress that these minorities be represented with
the right to vote.

On the question of minorities, the IEC endeavors to give proof
of an unbureaucratic flexibility. It is probable that the presence
of Comrade Munis at the World Congress will be an example of it,
since at present his tendency is far from representing even 20% of
the Spanish section.

Finally, Comrade Munis is continually forgetting that whatever
the- deliberations taken up. tc n-w by the IEC on the question of the
organization of the Congress, they will ncjjt prevent the Congress
from definitively resolving all questions 'as the highest body. No
one is prevented from coming to the Ccngress and bringing his case
before it. What could be more demrcratic than permitting it to pass
judgment on any case presented to it?

Comrade Munis also rebels against the fact that the transfer
of mandates to members of the International other than those of a

section is not permitted. He sees In this also an additional "man-
euver" to assure a solid majority;. This was necessary in order to

prevent the various tendencies from making a deliberate campaign to

capture mandates, based not on political clarification, but on sym-

pathies, confidence, and other factors of this kind.

In such a competition it is the leading appa ratus itself. Com-

rade Munis, which possesses enormous advantages and is capable

,
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preparations for the World Congress is to avoid having to submit
to its decisions and discipline, since he "is'" aware that the over-whelming majority of our International movement rejects his politi-cal positions and characterizes them as sectarianism, without anyinfluence m the International. By disqualifying this Congress inadvance, the preparation and organization as well as the democratic
nature of which surpasses immeasurably anything of the kino1 that
has been done before in cur movement, he is in reality preparing
his withdrawal from the International. There is perhaps still time
for Comrade Munis to recover himself.

The International Secretariat
December 19^7
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THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL IN DANGER
By

Natalia-Scdova Trotsky, G. Munis, Benjamin Perot

At the Plenum held at the end of March, 19^7, the IEC adopted
regulations relative to the holding of- the World Congress of the
Fourth International, the bureaucratic character of which, inspired
by old Stalinist maneuvers, represent a most alarming symptom. '

The IEC, indeed, has divided the world into three categories: coun-
tries of great, moderate and slight importance. What is the criter-
ion which inspired such an outrageously arbitrary division? No one
has deigned to share it with anyone in the International.

We imagine that the IEC is going to tell us that it was guided
by the example of the First Congress of the late Communist Interna-
tional, But are we participants in the same situation as in 1919,
of a real imitation of the First Congress of the CI? At the time
of the First Congress the Russian Revolution had just triumphed,
the Bolshevik Party numbered hundreds of thousands of members,
though in the rest of the world the Communist Parties were still
only little groups, for the most part comparable to curs today:; so
much so that the Bolsheviks were led to diminish the weight of their
party in the young international in order by the free play of an
apparent democracy to avoid the latter 's automatically becoming a
majority against the rest of the world and imposing its uncontested
will upon it. It was a question of permitting the entire world to
express itself oven against the Russian party, that is to say, of
assuring the operation of an effective as possible democracy in the
International. Is this the same end that the IEC seeks today? We
categorically affirm that it is not, and we are going to demonstrate
that the IS and the IEC with their division of the world into three
categories have in mind completely opposite ends. While the CI
aimed at the weakening of the strong parties and the strengthening
of the weak parties in order to assure a maximum of democracy, our
IEC aims at the strengthening of the strong parties and the weaken-
ing of thp ?/eak parties in order to maintain itself in power.

The Criterion of the Big Three

Let us ask once again: What criterion was used in making this
division of the world? The numerical importance of the sections?
No, obviously, since Germany, where the section has just been recon-
stituted, figures in the first category, though it is of necessity
very weak because of its recent formation, while Italy, whose sec-
tion numbers nearly as many members as France, is placed in the
second. We can say as much of the Russian section — which must ob-
viously be insignificant — when it is compared with any other sec-
tion in countries of "moderate importance." It is, then, not a
numerical criterion which governed the division; moreover, we will
see further on that the consideration of numbers was taken into
account and not for reasons of democracy. Besides, even if it were,
this criterion would be fallacious e Let us suppose that the Boliv-
ian section numbers 200 members and that the country has 3,000,000



inhabitants? let us admit, also, that the American section in
claiming 1,600 members in a country of 150,000,000 is not exagger-
ating and that this figure is the exact expression of the truth.
It is clear that the 200 Bolivian comrades have much more impor-
tance in the political life of their backward country than the 1,600
American comrades in theirs. For the relation of forces to be ap-
parently the same, the American section would have to have 10,000
members. Further, this relation of forces would only be superfi-
cially equal, since 200 comrades in Bolivia, a backward country .,

play an infinitely greater role — they have demonstrated it — than
10,000 members of the American section would be able to play in the
U.S., an,.adyancod country and the principal imperialist country of
the entire world

„

Nor is it the revolutionary importance of the countries con-
sidered on the arena of the world class struggle which has motivated
this division, since it seems that neither the United States nor
England will be called upon to play a decisive role in the revolu-
tionary wave which is becoming manifest, while . Spain, Italy, Aus-
tria, Belgium, Holland, Greece, Indo-China, North Africa, Indonesia,
Poland, Hungary, etc., all excluded from the first category, are
obviously destined to play an important revolutionary role in the
immediate future.

These reasons set aside, there remains only the criterion of
the Big Three, which has doubtlessly inspired the division of the
world. It is, in fact, only the importance on the world capitalist
arena which has guided the IEC in its choice.

—

—

The Majority as a Measuring Rod

To rest content with this declaration, however, would be to
consider only one side of the question, its external aspect; in
addition, the adopting of such a criterion shows an unconscious
submission to imperialist influence and to the Russian counter-rev-
olution, which must be ceaselessly combated.

It is known that the questions which will be discussed at the
World Congress, whether the IEC or the IS wishes it or not, concern
the politics of cur sections during the imperialist war and in rela-
tion to the nationalist resistance movements, the problem of the
Russian counter-revolution and world Stalinism, the tactic of the
Fourth International in regard to Stalinism and reformism (united
front, SP-CP-CGT Government) and our pre-war transitional program.
Bu<t

J as if by chance, a good number of sections in "countries of
great importance ,

" some of them subjected to a bureaucratic leader-
ship, others badly informed, or not informed at all, on the problems
to be discussed, have up to now through their majorities, put them-
selves on record in favor of the conservative position of the IS
and the ISC.

The resolution of the IEC decides in parts 5 and 6 of para-
graph 3, "To give three delegates to each organization of from
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one to 150 members if they belong in Category A, two delegates if
they belong in Category B, one delegate if they belong in Cate-
gory C.

"For 150 to 500 members, and with an approximate minimum of
300 members — one additional delegate. For 500 to 1,000 members,
and with an approximate minimum of 750 members — another delegate,
and so on successively."

Here let us insert a piece of figuring, which, for all of its
being of necessity approximate, will be nonetheless edifying.

Let us study the following tables:

Countries
of first
importance

U.S.
Russia
China
India
England
France
Germany

Maximum
estimate of
number of
members

Table No. 1

Delegates
granted by
IEC

.

1,600 6

several members 3
100 3
600 h
kOO h

1,000 5

50 1

Majority
delegates
(approximate
estimate)

5
3
2

I
k

_1

Minority
delegates
(approximate
estimate)

1

1
1

1
2

Totals 3?750 28 22 6

Table No. 2

Countries of
moderate

Maximum Delegates Majority Minori-
estimate of granted delegates ty dele-

gatesimportance number of
members

by
IEC

approx.
estimate)

Spain 60 2 1

Italy 800 k 1

Holland 50 2 2

Belgium 50 2 2
Austria 50 2

Greece 500 3 2

Canada 50 2 2

Mexico 60 2

Brazil 50 2 1

Argentina 50 2 2

Chile 300 3 2

Bolivia 200 2

Indo-China ^00 3 2

Totals 2,500 31 17

1

3

2
1

2
1

1
2
1

Ik

Delegates
from the
sections on
basis of
countries
of first
importance

Total Maj.. Fin .

3
5

3
3

3
3

3

3

I
3
h

1

1

3
2

2
2

1
2
2

1

-±

2
1+

1

3
2
1

3
2

1
2

2

hk 20 2k



-13-

Table No. ^

Maximum
Countries estimate
of slight of number
irnportance of members

_ . . Tr .
Delegates from

Delegates Majority Minority sections on
granted delegates delegates basis of com*
by IEC (approx.) (approx.) tries of first

importance
Total MaJ.. Min .

Norway 50 i 1
Denmark 50 l 1

1
Switzerland 50 l
Bulgaria 50 l
Ireland 50 l
Palestine 50 l 1
Egypt 50 i 1
Cyprus 50 l 1
Cuba 100 l
Peru 50 i
Uruguay 50 l 1
Australia 50 i 1
So. Africa 300 2 1

Totals 950 Ik 9

3 2 1

3 2 1

3 2 1
1 3 3
1 3 3

3 2 1
3 2 1
3 2 1

1 3 3
1 3 . 3

3 2 1
2 1

1 2 2

5 ho 18 22

From tnese tables it immediately stands out that seven coun*
tries (of the first category) will receive 28 delegates, while 26
countries (of the second and third category) will receive k<? dele-
gates. In other words, seven countries of "first importance" willreceive from 3?% to 38% of the votes at the Congress. They will
then lack only nine delegates to assure themselves control of the
Congress. Of course, our Table No. 1 indicates six minority dele-
gates. Even assuming that our estimate of the minority represen-
tation from the countries of "first import? nee" is not exaggerated,
the six minority delegates that we note will be easily compensated
for by support of the sections from countries of "moderate" and of
"slight importance." Further, Tables No. 2 and No. 3 clearly show
this. It can be seen, therefore, that the division adopted by the
IEC inevitably and bureaucratically assures it the majority in the
World Congress, a majority which it will sit tight on while avoid-
ing discussion of the major problems which are posed before our
International.

It
sections
ary expe
Russian
marks a
tion and
enormous
revoluti

should be obse
of "moderate

rience -- even
section — is
decisive turn
of Stalinism,
value, refers
on brought to

rved also that in the second table the 13
importance" include Spain, whose revolutien-
if it did not have more members than the

particularly valuable for our epoch since it
in the history of the Russian counter-revolu-
while the Russian experience, with all its
precisely to a period which the Spanish

a close. Similarly found in this list, which



is as outrageously arbitrary as the first, is Italy, which offers
immense revolutionary possibilities, if a clear policy is followed
in regard to revolutionary anti-Stalinist organizations (Bordi-
ghists, anarchists, left-socialists) Greece, whose admirable revo-
lutionary combativity ought to give the IEC cause for reflection,
Poland and other countries occupied by Russia, which the IEC total-
ly forgets and which offer immense possibilities for action against
the Stalinist reaction on condition that the demand is not made to
defend the "degenerated workers 7 state" which oppresses them. Fin-
ally comes Indo-China, where support to our section has been for-
gotten for so long and where even to demand who assassinated Ta-
Thu-Thau has been forgotten in order to support, without serious
criticism, the Stalinist government of Ho-Chi-Minh, greetings from
whom were so warmly hailed by The Militant and La Verite .

It has been seen that the resolution of the IEC creates an
important majority in favor of the present leadership which the
vote of countries of "slight importance" would not be able to mod-
ify even if they were able to send all the delegates the IEC grants
them and if they all voted against the pre sent leadership . But
that is still based on the most favorable hypothesis, for it is
impossible for the poor Latin-American sections to send the 10 or
12 delegates given them by the IEC. Moreover, the prohibition
against proxy votes in actuality denies a number of sections in
countries of "moderate" or "slight" importance the possibility of
making themselves heard and of voting at the Congress, which does
not prevent the IEC from demanding in advance the acceptance of
the decisions which will be made by the World Congress and of de-
siring to prohibit all discussion after the Congress. The majority
thus cunningly worked out by the IS and the IEC is thereby rein-
forced. Better yet, with this system, not a single opposition can
hope to convince the Congress* that except ideological defeat and
organic strangulation can the International expect from a leader-
ship which has taken such decisions?

In fact, according to the system w'nch the ISC means to impose,
even if the method were rectified by giving the same basis of rep-
resentation to all the sections so as to agree with the counties
of "first importance" it can be seen (Tables No. 2 and No. 3) that
a majority is assured for the present International leadership by
the fact that the western European, North American and Canadian
sections will be almost the only ones able to send all the dele-
gates accorded them D How can it actually be supposed that Mexico,
Poland, Peru, Indo-China and other countries will find the neces-
sary means to send two or three delegates? We have difficulty in
believing that this represents ignorance on the part of the Inter-
national leadership; on the contrary, we believe that a question
of deliberate calculation is involved, for it could not have imag-
ined that the International would accept such an arbitrary division
without protest, But the tendencies which seized the leadership
thanks to the conditions immediately following the- war calculated
that the sections in countries of "moderate" or "slight" importance
would demand in principle to be placed on an equal footing with
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countries classed as those of "first importance." In most cases
they would not be able to send the delegates granted them even if
the IEC did justice to their objections -- and justice probably
would have been rendered in order to preserve the democratic facade.

The preceding tables show that only five sections have a mem-
bership equal to or greater than 500 persons, while seven range
between 100 and hOO members, and 21 have only 50 members or less.
If it is really desired to follow the First Congress of the CI,
which diminished the weight of the strong sections and increased
the weight of the weak ones, a sole method of representation would
be genuinely democratic: one delegate for 1 to 25 members and
another delegate for 25 additional members or fraction of 25, up to
a maximum of four delegates. To this method of representation must
be added still another major democratic regulation: the transfer
of majority and minority votes from one section or another or to
individuals having a common position so that minorities can parti-
cipate in the World Congress. To forestall the creation of artifi-
cial minorities which might threaten to swamp the Congress, it is
important, therefore, to demand that minorities represent at least
20% of the members of their section in order to vote*

It can be seen by the following comparative table that the
method of representation which we propose assures a very much
greater guarantee of democracy at the projected Congress. We have
not included in it, however, the figures on minority representation:
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Sections

American
Russia
China
India
England
France
Germany-
Spain
Italy
Holland
Belgium
Austria
Greece
Canada
Mexico
Brazil
Argentina
Chile
Bolivia
Indo-China
Norway
Denmark
Switzerland
Bulgaria
Ireland
Palestine
Egypt
Cyprus
Cuba
Peru
Uruguay
Australia
So. Africa

Totals

Total number Delegates
of member ' inT to tho"^" P

ele^s according" zne ]V>£ ioour proposal

I560O
several members

100
600
h00

1,000
50
60

800
50
50
50

5oo
50
60
50
50

300
200
300
5o
50
50

'

50
50
50
50
5o

100
50
5o
50

^00

7,220

6

3

I
h
5

3
2
!+

2
2
2

3
2
2
2
2

3
2

3
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
2

proposal

,

h
1
k
if

h
k
2

2
2
2
1*

2

3.

2
2

k
k
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
k
2
2
2

73 91

representation ft^th??* ^ pro^sal ass^es a more democraticrepresentation at the Congress, the economic weaknesses of thn Hi<=

ttunTi
actions being compensated for by a larger reprtsenf"
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stifling a loyal discussion which would provoke their overthrow.
It cannot be a question of anything else. Let us recall under what
conditions the Pre-Conference of April, 19*f6 was convened and the
motives for its convocation.

The IS and the IEC, which had "been designated at the emergency
conference of 19^0 had only a vegetative political existence and led
an almost non-exis tent organic activity during the whole war, the
^functioning of these bodies having been paralyzed by personal and
political struggles in the atmosphere of the American section. As
early as 19hh the Spanish Group in Mexico demanded the convening of
a World Congress. Its request found not a single echo. The follow-
ing year the IEC was consulted on the possibility of the convening
of a pre-conference with limited objectives. This pre-conference'
proposal was accepted, for it was the only possible way of resolving
the situation of an IS which was incapable, because of its internal
divisions, of organizing a real discussion and preparing a genuine
World Congress. It was then explicitly understood that this gather-
ing would have as its task the selection of new leading bodies
whose principal mission would be to animate and extend the interna*
tional discussion in view of the World Congress. Then — total
silence. After that, no one in the International was informed of
the place and the date of meeting of the projected pre-conference

,

no discussion or even exhange of views preceded it, the agenda was
unknown to almost the whole International. Members of the IEC were
uninformed while the French police were perfectly informed. Every-
thing was organized in the dark by leaders interested in assuring
themselves the hegemony in this gathering. The composition of the
pre-conference, in addition, was as little democratic as possible,
which was excusable given the conditions under which it was con-
vened. But its non-democratic, not to say, anti-democratic charac-
ter ought to have encouraged the leading bodies which it had elec-
ted to compensate for their origin by measures authentically demo-
cratic. It is precisely the opposite which we have witnessed.
Hardly had it got together when this pre-conference proclaimed it??:,

self a conference under the pretext of throwing dust in the eyes

of the outside world and issued a manifesto which claimed to intro-

duce the international discussion which it was charged with opening.

Then the IS and the IEC began to threaten expulsion and to legis-

late as if they were the product of a genuine conference delegated

full powers by the International; in a word, they began to prepare

the future World Congress majority, totally forgetting their prin-

cipal mission: the loyal organization of a full discussion of all

the problems posed before our International and the working class

movement. They have even so completely forgotten their task that

in all the discussion bulletins published under their guidance,

more than a year after the pre-conference , of all the principal

problems which confront our movement, only one, the Russian problem,

has been extensively treated, and it still reflects only the offi-

cial opinion. To our knowledge, only extracts from a thesis cf the

anti-defensist minority have been published. Can that be called

a full and loyal discussion in preparation for a World Congress

_

after seven years of a war which has produced changes of major im-

portance? No, the discussion has, in its entirety, still to be

organized*
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The Strangulation of Minorities

We affirm that the. IS and the IEC are seeking to prepare
their majority at the World Congress. In addition to the calcula-
tions y/hich we have already unmasked what shows it clearly is the
minute care they have taken to secure a maximum limitation of rep-
resentation for minorities, both in number and in power. The next
to the last part of paragraph three of the resolution of the IEC
says

:

"Minorities will be proportionally represented in cases where
the number of delegates permits it. In other cases, all minori-
ties constituting approximately a quarter of their sections at
least will be represented with a consultative vote."

First of all, proportional representation of minorities, if
it is placed alongside of the arbitrary representation of the sec-
tions criticized earlier, is only a snare. What minorities could
be proportionally represented? Obviously those of countires of

first importance and yet not all, since that of the American sec-

tion would have only the satisfaction of revealing its theses.
The resolution clearly suggests: "In cases where the number of

delegates permits it." For it is obviously not the Peruvian, Pol-

ish or Austrian sections, for example, which will have a sufficient

number of delegates so that one of them can represent the minority.

These sections in countries "of first importance," in addition to

the privilege of importance, find themselves granted an additional

privilege by the IEC, the luxury, so to speak, cf one or more mi-

norities. Precisely among these sections is numbered that of the

most imperialist country in the world, and the PCI of France, where

the Craipeau majority and the Frank minority have no serious poli-

tical differences. Moreover, why is a fourth and not a third or

fifth of the members required and why is only a consultative vote

given? The resolution does not deign to inform us. What it sig-

nifies, we may already know. The reason probably is that there is

not a single section at the present moment, thanks to the good oi-

fices of the IS, where the minority represents a quarter of the

membership, except the French minority led by Frank, who is under

the guardianship of the present world leadership.

Nevertheless, the present International leadership is going

to be obliged to permit a little discussion to take place, in order

to save appearances. The minorities will more or less have the

illusion of a discussion, but from now until the end of the year

they will not have the time to develop and group themselves, since

the IS and the IEC have evaded all discussion of the major ques-

tions? these minorities will therefore not have the time to win a

quarter of the members of their sections. Moreover, even if they

reached that proportion, most of the non-European sections would

be incapable, as we have already stated, of sending all the major-

ity delegates to which they were entitled, not to speak of the

minority delegates. Thus, the stifling of the discussion organized
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fcr more than a year by the International leadership, was designed
to prevent the growing of an opposition in our movement. The de-
mand for a quarter now gives the coup de grace to minorities in
preventing them from being represented at tne World Congress. Andm case that were not sufficient, now comes the prohibition against
proxy votes, and, in consequence, the forestalling of the growth
of new formed oppositions, who are prevented from being heard and
from voting. For a long time the IS has declared that the next
World Congress must above all be a Congress of serious soctirns
of the International r We now know what it understands by thats
the sections which support or accept its opportunism, its ideolog-
ical conservatism, and its organic bureaucratism.

Finally, to crown its work, the IEC in its resolution refuses
to call the Congress legally on the pretext that the legal conven-
ing is "totally unrealizable under present conditions" and "would
prevent the presence at the Congress of a series of sections and
comrades." We cannot accept that statements, in fact, what prevents
the convening of a legal Congress which would held secret sessions
in the course of which Illegal comrades would be heard? The fear
of bourgeois and Stalinist repression? But from how many countries
has the authorization to hold a legal Congress been asked? Obviously
from not a single one. First of all, authorization must be asked
everywhere for permission to hold a legal congress before taking
refuge in conspiratorial methods. Secrecy, add d to the restric-
tive methods already criticized, permit the leadership to combine
and maneuver and assures that it will retain the leadership of the
International. we confront you — and, with us, the whole Inter-
national will demand the withdrawal of your resolution, the begin-
ning of a real discussion of major problems, and the preparation
of a democratic congress.

For a Genuine World Congress

For the World Congress to represent real progress for the
Fourth International, it is first of all necessary for it to be
convened under such conditions that not a single comrade will have
the slightest reason for thinking of maneuvering by the leadership.
The theses of minorities must appear equally with those of major-
ities and must bo distributed under the direction of the Interna-
tional leadership.

For the Congress to adopt resolutions which are necessary for
the social revolution all minorities must be represented.

We therefore asks

1. That the sections be represented on the basis of one del-
egate for every 25 members and additional fractions of 25 up to a
maximum of four delegates for each section, minorities being rep-
resented in the same manner. However, only minorities represen-
ting at least 20% of the membership of their section will have the
right to vote. Others will have only a consultative vote. It is
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in this fashion that the democratic example given us by the CI at
its birth will be followed.*

2. Sections and minorities will have the right to transmit
their vote to sections, minorities, or comrades outside their sec-
tion.

3. Organizations close to the Fourth International with dif-
ferences on this, or that point of our program will be invited to

the Congress with the same rights as the official sections, on con-

dition of recognizing the ,
fundamental principles of the Internat-

ional, even if fusion with the official sections has not been
realized before the opening of the Congress.

k. The agenda will comprise:

A. Examination of the politics of the principal parties
during the imperialist war and their position in regard
to the national resistance movements during the Nazi
occupation;

B. Character of the war between China and Japan;

C. Balance sheet of the Spanish civil war;

D. Support or abandonment of the unconditional defense of

Russia and the question of world Stalinism (SP-CP-CGT

government, united front with Stalinism, etc..)
5

E. Outmoding of, or timeliness of, the transitional pro-

gram and the manner of application of the parts of the

program which remain valid;

F. Problem of the tactics of the construction of revolu-

tionary parties;

G. Colonial question;

H. Nature of the present historic period and immediate

revolutionary perspectives.

This agenda is not at all exclusive. All questions of general

interest which this or that section or group of comrades would like

to present for the examination of the Congress will be discussed

there.

We call upon the whole International to express themselves on

the preceding proposals.

At the emergency conference of 19*+0 Comrade Munis representing

Spain was authorized to represent Mexico, Argentina, and Chile on

the recommendation of .L.D.
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If the World Congress meets under the conditions decided by
the IEC, and even under better conditions, without a thorough pre-
liminary discussion of the problems which confront our movement
(see our open letter to the French PCI) the Congress will consti-
tute a mortal blow for the Fourth International, The situation
demands the energetic intervention of the sections and of comrades
within the sections. The IEC must immediately withdraw its resolu-
tions; otherwise the Fourth International will be bureaucratically
asphyxiated.

For the revocation of the decision of the IEC or the resigna-
tion of the International- leadership!

For a free discussion in the Interna tic nail

For a genuine Congress of the International organized on
democratic bases!

Long live the Fourth International!

Long live the world socialist revolution!

Mexico, D.F,
June 27, 19^7

N.B. Sections, groups of comrades, or individuals who share our
criticisms and proposals are asked to communicate their complete
or partial agreement immediately to the IS and to the following
address: G. Munis, Apartadc Postal &9k2, Mexico, D.F.
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OPEN LETTER TO THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST PARTY,
FRENCH SECTION OF THE FOURTH INTERNAT I ONAL

Esteemed Comrades

s

Two years after the termination of the most devastating and
reactionary war which history records, the French party faces a
grave crisis, a concentrated expression of the crisis of the Inter-
national, the latter in turn a reflection of the tremendous crisis
which the world labor movement is suffering each year more acutely.
It is therefore necessary to judge the actual situation of the
French party and to seek a solution in the operation of its two
determinant causes, the Fourth International and the world labor
movement.

"The crisis of humanity," we repeat a thousand times with
L.D.Trotsky, "is a crisis of revolutionary leadership." However
many explanations may try to throw the responsibility for the de-
feat of the revolution on the objective conditions, the ideolog-
ical backwardness or the delusions of the masses, on the potency
of Stalinism or the illusory attractiveness of the "degenerated
workers* state?" they are erroneous and fit only for exculpating
those responsible, diverting attention from the real problem and
obstructing its solution. Given the state of the objective con-
ditions today for the taking of power, an authentic revolutionary
leadership must conquer all obstacles, overcome all difficulties,
triumph over all adversaries c The condition of the party in France,
center of Europe and even now the influential nucleus of the world
is in no way satisfactory. To speak fully and explicitly, since
it is necessary to speak fully and explicitly if we wish to make
progress, the condition of the French party signifies for us, and
consequently for the proletariat, the revolution and all of human-
ity, a major calamity. Having gone through an imperialist war
which offered unsurpassable conditions for its transformation into

civil war | in the presence of an arch-reactionary policy of the^Big
Three conquerors? in the midst of a complete corruption of Stalin-
ism and reformism; with the decadence of capitalism which threatens
to drag down the whole of humanity with it already begun; with a

proletariat a^id for social revolution in spite of the evanescence

to which the Stalinist and reformist leaders subject it; the French

party does not yet represent a hope for the masses, No subterfuge;

the fault is in the political leadership. Remember the French res-

olution. In its culminating period it shot the generals guilty of

defeat, rejecting extenuating and even exculpatory reasons. Today

we must mercilessly rout the policy and the exponents of the policy

which brought about our defeat or even prevented triumph. Reasons

much more imperious than those which compelled the French revolu-

tion to shoot the generals guilty of ineptitude demand this.

The world labor movement ought to have triumphed over the old

capitalist world and the Russian counter-revolution during the
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much more to the defeat of the world revolution and to the state of
prostration of the masses than all the old capitalist governments
together. Yes? the politics of Russia, and world Stalinism, image
of its economic interests, dishearten, human hopes and aspirations
much more severely than the finance capital of Wall Street and the
City with their respective armies and police forces. Without Mos-
cow and world Stalinism, the imperialist war would either not have
begun, that is, it would have been prevented by the European revo-
lution, or it would have been rapidly and victoriously transformed
into civil v/ar. The spontaneous action of the masses under the
Nazi occupation moved in the latter direction, but Stalinism and
world capitalism, in a formidable show of unity, de toured them to
the support of the imperialist war by means of nationalist movements
Thus we find ourselves today facing the most complete and reac-
tionary domination of the world by the victorious Big Three, which
means the continual threat of a new imperialist war and gives the
masses a bitter sensation of frustation, a pledge of Stalinist
and reformist domination. The crisis of the world labor movement
thereby resolves itself into Stalinism's organic capacity (social-
democracy is competely secondary) to nail the activity of the
masses during and after the war into the sarcophagus built jointly
in spite of their quarrels, by the old imperialisms and the Rus-
sian counter-revolution.

In its quality as regenerating nucleus , the Fourth Interna-
tional ought to have developed as the world party fighting for the
transformation of the imperialist war into civil war and adapted its
tactics, general arguments and slogans to the changes which were
produced or clearly manifested during the war. Mistakes uncorrected
in any of these aspects and persistence in tactics and slogans su-
perseded by events must inevitably have resulted in grave political
and organic injury to the International. It cannot be doubted for
a singel instant that the latter is the principal cause of our
feeble development and the particular crisis which the Internation-
al is undergoing, a crisis expressed by diverse tendencies and
sub-tendencies with points of view contradictor;/ and even radi-
cally opposed on the most important problems. Yes, the Interna-
tional, or its principal parties in the period in which it did not
exist as a directing center, have committed grave errors and per-
sisted in slogans which ought to have been abandoned. But the
major error is that to this very day it does not appear disposed to
correct past mistakes and to abandon outlived slogans. And against
this everyone must be alert, because it could prove disastrous.

Let us take ut> the main problems in chronological order.

The fight against
. imperialist war . One can scarcely

speak of the International in respect to this, because the interna-
tional center, isolated, cut off from any contact with all the
sections in Europe and Asia, was practically non-existent. But
it is possible to speak, on the other hand, of the principal
parties. The most visible of them all, the one which by its geo-
graphic position, its economic resources, its conai.r.i on? of
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legality and Its capacity to influence and attract, appeared
automatically as exponent of the policy of the Fourth Interna-
tional — did that party maintain an intransigeant revolutionary
and internationalist attitude toward the imperialist war? Did it
wage the necessary struggle against it? No, categorically no.
Any other reply would only serve to render difficult a positive
solution to our difficulties, if not to aggravate them. Faced
with war, the American party had an opportunist attitude similar to
that of centrisn, not to that which must be ours. It itself de-
fined this as non-support, transformation of the imperialist war
into a genuine war against fascism, political opposition, etc.,
and in general abstained from agitation and specific action against
the war, as much in the rearguard, .as in the vanguard. And the
policy of this party appeared before the world for years as the
official policy of the Fourth International! Furthermore, what
then existed as an international center accepted it tacitly as
sound. Evidently, the policy of the American party led all of the
groups of the Fourth International in the world toward opportun-
ism. By following its example, or at least taking shelter behind
it, the English party itself, although in general to the left of
the American party, weakened its policy toward war in a centrist
fashion. There were other opportunist manifestations, but we do
not consider it necessary to speak of them here. It is sufficient
to point to the fact for later discussions. Did our principal
parties on the European continent maintain a completely interna-
tionalist attitude toward the war? There is nothing to reproach
them with, up to the Hitlerite occupation. From then onwards,
their policy is almost entirely unknown to us and therefore we wish
to assert nothing one way or the other. We must note, nevertheless,
that diverse indications and some documents suggest, in the French
party, for example, the existence of non-internationalist atti-
tudes. The comrades who continued the general struggle for the
revolution around our ideas under frightful conditions during the
occupation have become the creditors of the esteem and admiration
of the entire International. To all of then, the fallen and those
who survive, go our sincerest respect and friendship. This itself
obliges us to point cut mistakes which today obstruct the growth
of the organization and revolutionary progress in general. In
order positively to resolve its crisis and to help to resolve that
of the International, the French party must analyze its own con-
duct and that of the International during the imperialist war and
condemn all opportunisms and vacillations.

The most serious error in this field proceeds from the new
world leadership elected in the pro-Conference of April, 19*+6. To

date, more than a year having elapsed it has not arranged for a

discussion of the politics of the principal parties during the
imperialist war. Its error is all the more unpardonable since it

had at its disposal from the instant of its formation important
documents with which to open the discussion. Its error can be
all the more fatal for our movement in so far as this new leader-
ship resists placing as the first point on the agenda for the
world Congress in preparation the attitude of our principal parties'
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toward the imperialist war and the national movements. An error
can be serious or even very serious; but a party which knows how
to correct it will continue tc progress toward the revolution. An
uncorrected error produces theoretical consumption organic ossifi-
cation, annulment, sooner or later. The Fourth International would
demonstrate its inability to take itself seriously if, when the
Congress is held, it did not place in the foreground the attitude
of its parties toward the imperialist war and did not severely
condemn the opportunisms manifested in its ranks. We are certain
that the parties and groups will know hew tc react.

2M movements of national resistance under the Hitlerite occu-
Pation » There are positions of all shades in the International,
from those who have openly supported the Committees of Resistance,
demanding the entry of our parties into them, to those who opposed
any compromise with them, leaving aside those who favored them
more or less surreptitiously. Because the occupation — yesterday
by the Gorman troops, today by the Yankee, Russian and English —
is a new phenomenon posed for the labor movement by the decompo-
sition of capitalism, up to a certain point it was natural that
many varied positions should arise in our ranks. They would cer-
tainly have appeared even supprsing that all our parties had main-
tained an integrally internationalist attitude. Eut the latter
has not been the case; instead there have been opportunist tenden-
cies which discarded revolutionary defeatism and internationalist
tendencies which maintained it in every instance. All of the posi-
tions which arose round about the national movements can be cata-
logued under those headings. The opportunist tendencies supported
and pronounced themselves more or less in favor, and the interna-
tionalist tendencies decidedly against. The former considered the
fight against the occupation as a function of "the anti-fascist
war"; the latter as a function of the imperialist war. As a con-
sequence, the former saw in the resistance movements a positive
element in the struggle against fascism, and the others an element
of return to the imperialist war which the peoples had begun to
transform into civil war. One group supported guerilla warfare
and sabotage, instruments of the national movements, while the other
combated them as nationalist methods incompatible with the supreme
objective of transforming the imperialist war into international
civil war.

The problem is not one of exclusively retrospective merit.
The attitude taken today toward Russian and world Stalinism depends
in great measure on the attitude taken previously toward the na-
tional movements, of which Stalinism was everywhere the principal
inspirer, from Poland and Yugoslavia to France and Belgium. Even
today Europe is totally occupied by the Big Three. It is therefore
absolutely impossible to have a correct attitude toward the occu-
pation by the Big Three without correcting the mistakes committed
during the German occupation, because the occupation, despite
quantitative differences, is not a characteristic result of this
or that imperialism, but of imperialism as a world factor in the
present epoch, the Russian counter-revolution being included under
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the imperialist denomination. The problem is indissolubly linked
with that of the imperialist war and therefore both ought to be at
the top of the discussion in each party and in the future Vforld
Congress. Without correcting the errors committed in these aspects
we shall never be a genuine world revolutionary party and any or-
ganic progress will slip through our fingers as so much has slipped
through the fingers of the centrist parties.

"Unconditional Defense of the USSR ." It is not, as some ten-
dencies unfortunately seem to consider it, absolutely consubstan-
tial with our movement. The criterion which has always determined
our attitude toward this problem is: does the defense of the USSR
in a war against foreign enemies help or hinder the world revolu-
tion? The answer depended naturally on the criterion held as to
the social nature of the USSR, whether something of the October
Revolution did or did not remain which merited its defense. It is
impossible for us to analyze this problem here. We must proceed
by declarations since we are attempting solely to make the entire
International think and discuss. The development of Russian for-
eign policy while the armies of the Kremlin were advancing toward
the west revealed a more and more acute contradiction with the
"degenerated workers' state" idea based on the remnants of the pro-
letarian revolution, on which rested the idea of unconditional de-
fense. With deep distress, because the world leadership is a part
of our organization, a part of ourselves, we cannot refrain from
saying that the International Secretariat failed in its most ele-
mental duties by not bringing up for discussion on the day follow-
ing its constitution the question of whether the "unconditional
defense of the USSR" continued to be favorable to the world revolu-
tion or whether it seemed incompatible with it in the light of the
tremendous supervening events. The IS simply ignored the tremen-
dous events and continued tacitly to accept unconditional defense
as sufficient, in which acceptance it devoted itself to influencing
the International. Without doing anything here besides making
assertions, we repeat, we declare to you, comrades of the French
party, comrades of the International, that the "unconditional de-
fense of the USSR" has revealed itself to be incompatible with the
defense of the world revolution. Abandonment of the defense of
Russia is of utmos t ur gency , because it is fettering all of our
movements, blunting our theoretical progress and giving us in the
eyes of the masses a stalinoid physiognomy. It is impossible to
defend Russia and tho world revolution at the same time. Either
one or the other. We pronounce ourselves for the world revolution,
against the defense of Russia, and we ask you to pronounce your-
selves in the same way. Be careful, above all, of those tendencies
which hide their opportunism towards the imperialist war and the
present situation by boasting about their fidelity to the program
of the Fourth International on the Russian questicnl A fidelity
of this kind is a destructive fidelity, similar to that of the "old
Bolsheviks" in 1917 in respect to the old theory, completely bol-
shevik, of the democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and
peasantry toward which Lenin appeared as a revisionist . In order
to remain faithful to the revolutionary tradition of bolshcvism,
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Lenm broke with essential ideas of bolshevism, effecting a prior
revolution in his party which made possible the October revolution.
In order to be faithful to the revolutionary tradition of the
Fourth International, we must abandon the Trotskyist theory of the
defense of the USSR 5 we shall thus bring about in the International
an ideological revolution indispensable for the success of the
world revolution.

This is, beyond doubt, the most important question in dispute
inside our movement, because all else depends upon it, in greater
or less degree. If the tendency opposed to the defense of Russia
can be accused of revisionism, its revisionism has the same char-
acter as Lenin's revisionism in 1917. On the other hand, out of
the tendency supporting the defense of Russia if it does not rec-
tify itself, will emerge a new reformism, such as was already
emerging from the "old bolsheviks" when Lenin intervened with his
April theses. In fact, the supporters of defense come to the con-
clusion that the counter-revolutionary Russian caste, upon enter-
ing the countries of western Europe and Asia, "is obliged" to ex-
propriate capitalism and put the economy on the road of adaptation
to the forms of property existing in Russia, forms which they them-
selves still consider socialist, produced by the revolution. When
Thcrez, Togliatti and other Stalinist leaders referred to the "new
routes" offered by achieving socialism without the need of revolu-
tion, they had in mind, grosso modo, this same idea. But the sup-
posed expropriation of capitalism consists in nationalization —
whether more or less complete, with or without indemnification, is
not important — of the means of production. On one hand, the
nationalization is an. automatic result of the concentration of cap-
italism in its epoch of involution, that is to say, degeneration
and decay. On the other hand, years ago the European proletariat
became master of the means of production. By nationalizing these
means the Russians performed — as did also the English and Amer-
icans, either by this procedure or by giving them back to private
capitalists — an operation of expropriation of the proletariat .

And thus it is that the supporters of "unconditional defense" have
presented the expropriation of the proletariat, carried out by Rus-
sian troops with the aid of the Stalinist parties and reformists,
as a progressive act, almost revolutionary, something which the
proletariat should defend. Herein is contained potentially to say
the least -- a completely reformist tendency.

Stalinists -Reformist Governments and United Fronts with
Stalinism . In France this idea is expressed concretely by the
slogan of a CP-SP-CGT government, held in common by the Craipeau
and Frank factions, which in addition share the potentially reform-
ist theory of the defense of Russia and the majority of the ideas
which are injurious to the French party.

On this question we must limit ourselves to declarations also
since the analysis of each problem would not enter into the scope
of an open letter. In its entirety, the position on this slogan
depends on the position on the defense of Russia, and in a more
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general way on the valuation of the present conditions of capital-
ism and the state of consciousness of the masses. When in 1917
the Bolsheviks enunciated the idea of a Menshevik government (oust
the capitalist ministers from the government), they did it by
taking into account on the one hand the deluded faith which the
masses at that moment had in the Mensheviks and in bourgeois democ-
racy; on the other hand they took into account the nature of the
contradictions between the Mensheviks and the old classes which
would cause the former, willy-nilly, to grant greater liberties to
the masses and to the revolutionary vanguard in particular, which
would allow the masses to condense their experience in organic forms
and rise to higher stages of struggle. The existence of the Soviets,
legally allowed by the Kerensky government anc1 in which the Men-
sheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries and Bolsheviks participated in
a united front, permitted this development.

Do such conditions exist today? Decidedly not, as regards
social-democracy, and much more decidedly as regards Stalinism. We
do not believe it necessary to point out here the conservative evo-
lution of social-democracy in recent years: It has been simply a
case of going from bad to xvorsc,

Stalinism is today a thousand times more dangerous for the
revolution because it represents the ideas and interests of a tri-
umphant counter-revolution in Russia which offers the world, and
more immediately Europe, its experience, its power and its partic-
ular solution against the proletariat on the march toward social-
ism. The Stalinist parties are today mere representatives and
disciples of the counter-revolution installed in the Kremlin, Com-
pared with them, the Mensheviks of 1917 were very revolutionary.
The slogans of united front and government of the workers' leaders
constituted in Russia a whole at once inseparable from and derived
from the forms of proletarian democracy existing in the Soviets,
which — this is of the utmost importance --- were created and main-
tained with the collaboration of Mensheviks and revolutionary so-
cialists. Stalinism is today absolutely incompatible with any
proletarian democracy. Wherever organs of revolutionary power
have emerged, from Spain to Warsaw, Paris and Milan, it has hast-
ened to destroy them. Stalinism cannot allow the revolutionaries
to speak . The" tactic of a united front with it and the CP-SP-CGT
government cannot facilitate in any way the creation of organs of

democracy and proletarian power, and any governments that is Stal-
inist or under Stalinist influence brings with it an imperious
tendency to annihilate physically the revolutionary vanguard. It

is therefore urgently necessary that the PCI and cur international
movement withdraw those two now outmoded slogans. Is not the ex-
ample of eastern Europe eloquent?

On the other hand, the proletariat today does not suffer from
any real delusions about bourgeois-democracy, social-democracy or
Stalinism. What it does suffer from is the fact of finding itself
imprisoned in the organic apparati of both tendencies , Stalinism
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much more to the defeat of the world revolution and to the state of
prostration of the masses than all the old capitalist governments
together. Yes, the politics of Russia, and world Stalinism, image
of its economic interests, dishearten human hopes and aspirations
much more severely than the finance capital of Wall Street and the
City with their respective armies and police forces. Without Mos-
cow and world Stalinism, the imperialist war would either not have
begun, that is, it would have been prevented by the European revo-
lution, or it would have been rapidly and victoriously transformed
into civil war. The spontaneous action of the masses under the

Nazi occupation moved in the latter direction, but Stalinism and
world capitalism, in a formidable show of unity, de toured them to

the support of the imperialist war by means of nationalist movements.
Thus we find ourselves today facing the most complete and reac-
tionary domination of the world by the victorious Big Three, which
means the continual threat of a new imperialist war and gives the

masses a bitter sensation of frustation, a pledge of Stalinist
and reformist domination. The crisis of the world labor movement
thereby resolves itself into Stalinism's organic capacity (social-

democracy is competely secondary) to nail the activity of the

masses during and after the war into the sarcophagus built jointly

in spite of their quarrels, by the old imperialisms and the Rus-

sian counter-revolution.

In its quality as regenerating nucleus, the Fourth Interna-
tional ought to have developed as the world party fighting for the

transformation of the imperialist war into civil war and adapted its
taccies, general arguments and slogans to the changes which were
produced or clearly manifested during the war. Mistakes uncorrected
in any of these aspects and persistence in tactics and slogans su-

perseded by events must inevitably have resulted in grave political
and organic injury to the International, It cannot be doubted for

a slngel instant "that the latter is the principal cause of our
feeble development and the particular crisis which the Internation-
al is undergoing, a crisis expressed by diverse tendencies and

sub-tendencies with points of view contradictory and even radi-
cally opposed on the" most important problems. Yes, the Interna-
tional, or its principal parties in the period in which it did not

exist as a directing center, have committed grave errors and per-

sisted in slogans which ought to have been abandoned. But the

major error is that to this very day it does not appear disposed to

correct past mistakes and to abandon outlived slogans. And against

this everyone must be alert, because it could prove disastrous *

Let us take ut> the main problems in chronological order.

The fight aggtinst imperialis t war, One can scarcely
speak of the International in respect to this, because the interna-
tional center, isolated, cut off from any contact with all the
sections in Europe and Asia, was practically non~exis L; at * But
it is possible to speak, on the other hand, of the principal
parties. The most visible of them all, the one which by its geo-
graphic position, its economic resources, its conditions of
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legality and its capacity to influence and attract, appeared
automatically as exponent of the policy of the Fourth Interna-
tional -- did that party maintain an intransigeant revolutionary
and internationalist attitude toward the imperialist war? Did it
wage the necessary struggle against it? No, categorically no.
Any other reply would only serve to render difficult a positive
solution to our difficulties, if net to aggravate them. Faced
with war, the American party had an opportunist attitude similar to
that of centrist!} not to that which must be ours. It itself de-
fined this as non-support, transformation of the imperialist war
into a genuine war against fascism, political opposition, etc.,
and in general abstained from agitation and specific action against
the war, as much in the rearguard, as in the vanguard. And the
policy of this party appeared before the world for years as the
official policy of the Fourth International! Furthermore, what
then existed as an international center accepted it tacitly as
sound. Evidently, the policy of the American party led all of the
groups of the Fourth International in the world toward opportun-
ism. By following its example, or at least taking shelter behind
it, the English party itself, although in general to the left of
the American party, weakened its policy toward war in a centrist
fashion. There were other opportunist manifestations, but we do
not consider it necessary to speak of them here. It is sufficient
to point to the fact for later discussions. Did our principal
parties on the European continent maintain a completely interna-
tionalist attitude toward the war? There is nothing to reproach
them with, up to the Hitlerite occupation. From then onwards,
their policy is almost entirely unknown to us and therefore we wish
to assert nothing one way or the other. We must note, nevertheless,
that diverse indications and some documents suggest, in the French
party, for example, the existence of non-internationalist atti-
tudes. The comrades who continued the general struggle for the
revolution around our ideas under frightful conditions during the
occupation have become the creditors of the esteem and admiration
of the entire International, To all of them, the fallen and those
who survive, go our sincerest respect and friendship. This itself
obliges us to point out mistakes which today obstruct the growth
of the organization and revolutionary progress in general. In
order positively to resolve its crisis and to help to resolve that
of the International j the French party must analyze its own con-
duct and that of the International during the imperialist war and
condemn all opportunisms and vacillations.

The most serious error in this field proceeds from the new
world leadership elected in the pre-Conference of April, 19h6, To
date, more than a year having elapsed it has not arranged for a

discussion of the politics of the principal parties during the
imperialist war. Its error is all the more unpardonable since it

had at its disposal from the instant of its formation important
documents with which to open the discussion. Its error can be
all the more fatal for our movement in so far as this new leader-
ship resists placing as the first point on the agenda for the
world Congress in preparation the attitude of our principal parties
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toward the imperialist war and the national movements. An error
can be serious or even very serious; but a party which knows how
to correct it will continue to progress toward the revclution. An
uncorrected error produces theoretical consumption organic ossifi-
cation, annulment, sooner or later. The Fourth International would
demonstrate its inability to take itself seriously if, when the
Congress is held, it did not place in the foreground the attitude
of its parties toward the imperialist war and did not severely
condemn the opportunisms manifested in its ranks. We are certain
that the parties and groups will know how to react.

TM nov^mcnts of national resistance under the Hitlerite occu-
pation. There are positions of all shades in the International,
from those who have openly supported the Committees of Resistance,
demanding the entry of our parties into them, to those who opposed
any compromise with then?, leaving aside those who favored them
more or less surreptitiously. Because the occupation — yesterday
by. the Gorman troops, today by the Yankee, Russian and English —
is a new phenomenon posed for the labor movement by the decompo-
sition of capitalism, up to a certain point it was natural that
many varied positions should arise in our ranks. They would cer-
tainly have appeared even supposing that all our parties had main-
tained an integrally internationalist attitude. Eut the latter
has not been the case; instead there have been opportunist tenden-
cies which discarded revolutionary defeatism and internationalist
tendencies which maintained it in every instance. All of the posi-
tions which arose round about the national movements can be cata-
logued under those headings. The opportunist tendencies supported
and pronounced themselves more or less in favor, and the interna-
tionalist tendencies decidedly against. The former considered the
fight against the occupation as a function of "the anti-fascist
war"; the latter as a function of the imperialist war. As a con-
sequence, the former saw in tho resistance movements a positive
element in tho struggle against fascism, and the others an element
of return to tho imperialist war which the peoples had begun to
transform into civil war. One group supported guerilla warfare
and sabotage, instruments of the national movements, while the other
combated them as nationalist methods incompatible with the supreme
objective of transforming the imperialist war into international
civil war.

The problem is not one of exclusively retrospective merit.
The attitude taken today toward Russian and world Stalinism depends
in great measure on the attitude taken previously toward the na-
tional movements, of which Stalinism was everywhere the principal
inspirer, from Poland and Yugoslavia to France and Belgium. Even
today Europe is totally occupied by the Big Three. It is therefore
absolutely impossible to have a correct attitude toward the occu-
pation by the Big Three without correcting the mistakes commi-tted
during tho German occupation, because the occupation, dc3pite
quantitative differences, is not a characteristic result of this
or that imperialism, but of imperialism as a world factor in the
present epoch, the Russian counter-revolution being included under
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the imperialist denomination. The problem is indissolubly linked
with that of the imperialist war and therefore both ought to be at
the top of the discussion in each party and in the future World
Congress. Without correcting the errors committed in these aspects
we shall never be a genuine world revolutionary party and any or-
ganic progress will slip through our fingers as so much has slipped
through the fingers of the centrist parties.

"Unconditional Defense of the USSR . " It is not, as some ten-
dencies unfortunately seem to consider it, absolutely consubstan-
tial with our movement. The criterion which has always determined
our attitude toward this problem is: does the defense of the USSR
in a war against foreign enemies help or hinder the world revolu-
tion? The answer depended naturally on the criterion held as to
the social nature of the USSR, whether something of the October
Revolution did or did not remain which merited its defense. It is
impossible for us to analyze this problem here. We must proceed
by declarations since we are attempting solely to make the entire
International think and discuss. The development of Russian for-
eign policy while the armies of the Kremlin were advancing toward
the west revealed a more and more acute contradiction with the
"degenerated workers' state" idea based on the remnants of the pro-
letarian revolution, on which rested the idea of unconditional de-
fense. With deep distress, because the world leadership is a part
of our organization, a part of ourselves, we cannot refrain from
saying that the International Secretariat failed in its most ele-
mental duties by not bringing up for discussion on the day follow-
ing its constitution the question of whether the "unconditional
defense of the USSR" continued to be favorable to the world revolu-
tion or whether it seemed incompatible with it in the light of the
tremendous supervening events. The IS simply ignored the tremen-
dous events and continued tacitly to accept unconditional defense
as sufficient, in which acceptance it devoted itself to influencing
the International. Without doing anything here besides making
assertions, we repeat, we declare to you, comrades of the French
party, comrades of the International, that the "unconditional de-
fense of the USSR" has revealed itself to be incompatible with the
defense of the world revolution. Abandonment of the defense of
Russia is of utmost urgency , because it is fettering all of our
movements, blunting our theoretical progress and giving us in the
eyes of the masses a stalinoid physiognomy. It is impossible to
defend Russia and tho world revolution at the same time. Either
one or tho other. We pronounce ourselves for the world revolution,
against the defense of Russia, and we ask you to pronounce your-
selves in the same way. Be careful, above all, of those tendencies
which hide their opportunism towards the imperialist war and the
present situation by boasting about their fidelity to the program
of the Fourth International on the Russian questionl A fidelity
of this kind is a destructive fidelity, similar to that of the "old
Bolsheviks" in 1917 in respect to the old theory, completely bol-
shevik s of the democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and
peasantry toward which Lenin appeared as a revisionist . In order
to remain faithful to the revolutionary tradition of bolshevism,
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Lenin broke with essential ideas of bolshovism, effecting a prior
revolution in his party which made possible the October revolution.
In order to be faithful to the revolutionary tradition of the
Fourth International, we must abandon the Trotskyist theory of the
defense of the USSR; we shall thus bring about in the International
an ideological revolution indispensable for the success of the
world revolution.

This is j beyond doubt, the most important question in dispute
inside our movement, because all else depends upon it, in greater
or less degree. If the tendency opposed to the defense of Russia
can be accused of revisionism, its revisionism has the same char-
acter as Lenin's revisionism in 1917. On the other hand, out of
the tendency supporting the defense of Russia if it does not rec-
tify itself , will emerge a new reformism, such as was already
emerging from the "old bolsheviks" v</hen Lenin intervened with his
April theses. In fact, the supporters of defense come to the con-
clusion that the counter-revolutionary Russian caste, upon enter-
ing the countries of western Europe and Asia, "is r-bliged" to ex-
propriate capitalism and put the economy on the road of adaptation
to the forms of property existing in Russia, forms which they them-
selves still consider socialist, produced by the revolution. When
Thcrez, Togliatti and other Stalinist leaders referred to the "new
routes" offered by achieving socialism without the need of revolu-
tion, they had in mind, grosso modo <, this same idea. But the sup-
posed expropriation of capitalism consists in nationalization —
whether more or less complete, with or without indemftification, is

not important — of the means of production. On one hand, the
nationalization is automatic result of the concentration of cap-
italism in its epoch bt involution, that is to say, degeneration
and decay. On the other hand, years ago the European proletariat
became master of the means of production. By nationalizing these
means the Russians performed — as did also the English and Amer-
icans, either by this procedure or by giving them back to private
capitalists — an operation of expropria tion of the proletariat .

And thus it is that the supporters of "unconditional defense" have
presented the expropriation of the proletariat, carried out by Rus-
sian troops with the aid of the Stalinist parties and reformists,
as a progressive act, almost revolutionary, something which the

proletariat should defend. Herein is contained potentially to say

the least -- a completely reformist tendency.

Stalinists

-

Reformist Gove rnment s and United Fronts with
Stalinism . In France this idea is expressed concretely by the
slogan of a CP-SP-CGT government, held in common by the Craipeau
and Frank factions, which in addition share the potentially reform-
ist theory of the defense of Russia and the majority of the ideas
which are injurious to the French party.

On this question we must limit ourselves to declarations also
since the analysis of each problem would not enter into the scope
of an open letter. In its entirety, the position on this slogan
depends on the position on the defense of Russia, and in a more
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general way on the valuation of the present conditions of capital-
ic!

E
,

th° stato of consciousness of the masses. When in 1917the Bolsheviks enunciated the idea of a Menshevik government (oustthe capitalist ministers from the government), they did it bytaking into account on the one hand the deluded faith which themasses at that moment had in the Mensheviks and in bourgeois ri emoc-racy; on the other hand they took into account the nature of thecontradictions between the Mensheviks and the old classes whichwould cause the former, willy-nilly, to grant greater liberties tothe masses anc. to the revolutionary vanguard in particular, whichwould _ allow t.ao masses to condense their experience in organic formsand rise to higher stages of struggle. The existence of the Soviets,legally allowed by the Keronsky government and in which the Men-
sheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries and Bolsheviks participated in
a united front, permitted this development.

' Do such conditions exist today? Decidedly net, as regards
social-democracy, and much more decidedly as regards Stalinism. We
do not believe it necessary to point out here the conservative evo-
lution of social-democracy in recent years: It has been simply a
case of going from bad- to worse.

Stalinism is today a thousand times more dangerous for the
revolution because it represents the ideas and interests of a tri-
umphant counter-revolution in Russia which offers the world and
more immediately Europe, its experience, its power and its partic-
ular solution against the proletariat on the march toward social-
ism. The Stalinist parties are today mere representatives and
disciples of the counter-revolution installed in the Kremlin. Con-
pared with them, the Mensheviks of 1917 were very revolutionary.
The slogans of united front and government of the workers' leaders
constituted in Russia a whole at ence inseparable from and derived
from the forms of proletarian democracy existing in the Soviets,
v/hich — this is of the utmost importance — wore created and main-
tained with the collaboration of Fonshoviks and revolutionary so-
cialists. Stalinism is today absolutely incompatible with any
proletarian democracy. Wherever organs of revolutionary cower
have emerged, from Spain to Warsaw, Paris and Milan, it has hast-
ened to destroy them. Stalinism cannot allow the revolutionaries
to speak . The tactic of a united front with it and the CP-SP-CGT
government cannot facilitate in any way the creation of organs of
democracy and proletarian power, and any government that is Stal-
inist or under Stalinist influence brings with it an imperious
tendency to annihilate physically the revolutionary vanguard. It
is therefore urgently necessary that the PCI and our international
movement withdraw these two now outmoded slogans. Is not the ex-
ample of eastern Europe eloquent?

On the other hand, the proletariat today does not suffer from
any real delusions about bourgeois-democracy, social-democracy or
Stalinism. What it does suffer from is the fact of finding itself
imprisoned in the organic apparati of both tendencies- Ftflinism
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first and foremost. The non-existence of a revolutionary organi-
zation which would inspire it with confidence and combative sure-
ness contributes more than a little to this, that is, cur actual
policy contributes directly or indirectly. Yesterday it was indis-
pensable for the proletariat to go through the experiences of gov-
ernments sot up by the leaders of the traditional organizations in
order to understand that the revolution was the only possible way
out. Not today; you have to cover your eyes obstinately with your
hands not to see it. The experience has been long and painful.
The proletariat understands that there is no solution to its prob-
lems other than the revolution, but it is pessimistic and somewhat
inert in the hands of the traditional organizations because it sees
no other organization which offers serious possibilities of making
this revolution. It would hardly break away from this pessimism
and inertia if wo, to whom it looks with a little hope, without our
succeeding in inspiring it with the necessary confidence to take
action, say that it ought nevertheless to see a Thorez government.
Let us hope it will never see It* In order to inspire confidence
in the proletariat and persuade it to action and to a break with
the organizations which imprison it, the thing most indicated would
be the creation of a united front of all those minority labor organ-
izations which oppose class collaboration and are supporters of the
revolution and proletarian democracy in general. Thus the prole-
tariat would see a relatively solid nucleus which woulfl break the
asphyxiating circle drawn around it by Stalinism and reformism.

To sum up, the slogan of a CP-SP-CGT government such as has
been used in France, the call for a Stalinist-reformist government
in general 9 is today entirely false and will serve only to hold
back the masses where they are, and also — it is painful but nec-
essary to say it — develop the new potentially reformist tenden-
cies existing in the Fourth International. We cannot refrain from
telling you, comrades of the International Communist Party of France,
that the crisis of your party in particular and that of the Inter-
nation in general will not be solved positively by supporting the
Frank faction against the Craipeau faction, but rather by support-
ing the two factions which are against the defense of Russia and
against the slogan of a CP-SP-CGT government. Fidelity to Trotsky-
ism is not fidelity to the written word, but to the revolutionary
spirit of Trotskyism. Between the two factions which today appear
the strongest in France, the least bad will be that which offers
the party a more democratic regime allowing it to carry out the
political changes indispensable today through the widest and most
democratic discussion.

Nationalizations . From all the foregoing, our opposi-
tion to the slogan of nationalization can be logically deduced. It
also belongs in the realm of the written word, and far from express-
ing fidelity to the revolutionary Trotskyist tradition, it expresses
or at least aids that which we have, designated above as the new
potential reformism. In revolutionary movements, nationalizations
have served the Russian counter-revolution as well as the counter-



revolution of the purest bourgeois derivation to expropriate the
proletariat as it was taking possession of the instruments of pro-
duction, and in moments of passivity of the masses, to concentrate
the property in the hands of the state, religious fetish and oppres-
sor par excellence , so as to make strikes difficult, restrict democ-
racy (Stalinist-reformist police in the French factories) and begin
the creation of a corporative order. Against this senile slogan
we must hoist that of the expropriation of capitalism and destruc-
tion of its State by democratically elected workers' committees.
Every one of the situations and conflicts which arises between the

proletariat and capitalism must reinforce in the workers the idea
that nationalizations far from favoring their interests and those
of the revolution in general, only aggravate the situation. The

slogan of expropriation must become more comprehensible to the pro-

letariat all the time. We believe that, in so far as its general

meaning is concerned, it is already so.

The International has not had a revolutionary policy during
the war, more exactly, it has had no policy. It slept while its

most visible parties, principally the SWP followed an entirely
opportunist policy of "revolutionary triumph!sm" toward the war at
the same time that they pretended to set themselves up as turstees
of fidelity to the program (what part of the program is more impor-
tant than the struggle against war?), raising as their camp colors
the defense of Russia above all else. We tell these tendencies
which are not absent from the French party, that they have violated
the most essential part of the program and that only a thorough,
honest and critically undertaken correction will permit them to

speak of fidelity to the program without sowing confusion. But '
•

•

there are also other tendencies whose fidelity to the program is

more "genuine" who ought to keep a watch on themselves, for they
run the risk of facilitating the International's remaining in the

hands of the most opportunist tendencies which are dangerous on
account of their organic strength — and this would, very probably,

mean its ideological death. Our program must be adapted to the

gigantic changes brought about by the war. It is here where fide-

lity to it lies and not in unchanging repetition, and even less

in partial repetition, discarding revolutionary defeatism and inter-

preting the rest in right-wing fashion.

The criminal destruction of the Spanish revolution -principally

at the hands of Stalinism and the subsequent beginning of the im-
perialist war mark the end of a stage which opened with the end of

the former imperialist war and the triumph of the Russian revolution.
Everything has undergone changes of great importance, the old capi-

talism and Stalinist Russia, the general attitude of the masses and

their iedeas or beliefs with respect to bourgeois democracy and tra-

ditional organizations. Europe is a vast prison, a torture-camp
whose guards and torturers are sometimes German or Italian at other

times Russian, American, English or French. A new stage has

appeared in the implacable struggle of our epoch to find a revolu-
tionary solution to its conflicts. Our program cannot be exactly
the same as in the former stage. If it is to continue being equally

revolutionary, it must be modified.
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itself from oho Craipeau faction. Their real differences do noteven merit separation into distinct factions. If one is opportun-
ist toward Stalinism, the other is opportunist toward Stalinism;
if one finds something progressive in the counter-revolution of
the Kremlin, the other also, etc. They are indiscriminately partof the rignt-wmg of the International,

The next congress of the International Communist party willhave enormous importance for the future of our world movement. Itis necessary that the problems posed here be duly discussed; in
S
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VG Jhc party, it is necessary that the entire party,including the Craipeau and Frank factions, realize the urgency ofradically changing their positions on the points herein indicated;it is necessary te reconsider our transitional program in general
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Glves in a Position energetically to' aid the Inter-national m effecting its own ideological revolution. Whateverthe divergences are between the two factions opposed to the defenseof Russia and the slogan of a Stalinist-reformist government,through them can be glimpsed a positive solution to the crisis ofthe Frencn party, a most important premise for solving the crisisof the International. It is the duty of these two factions to getalong together and not help false left-wings in the International.

Once more: fidelity to Trotskyism is not the literal repi-tition of what Trotskyism said yesterday, even supposing it were
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not distorted in a right-wing manner. Fidelity to Trotskyism is
the firm, sincere? and courageous rectification of seme of the
assertions it made yesterday. The revolution also is revolution-
ary

; it requires shifts, modifications and radical negations of its
own former assertions. Yes 3 the revolution is also revolutionary]

Down with "Trctskyist" conservatism!

Down with "Trotskyist" fetishisml

Out with "unconditional defense" of the USSR!

For an ideologically firm and renewed International!

Long live the French proletarian revolution!

Long live the world revolution!

Long live the Fourth International!

Natalia Sedova-Trotsky
Benjamin Peret
G. Munis

Mexico, D.F
June, 19^7



-3>+-

INDEX OF MY DISLOYALTY
By

P. Munis

Tho word disloyalty has already been used against me several
times by members of the present world leadership. I always let it
pass, without paying attention to it or answering with accusations
in kind. Nor will I new answer with accusations in kind, but in-
stead of ignoring it I shall pause to consider it, for we are on
the eve of a systematic campaign against me and the international
tendency to which I belong, in which adjectives will dance in a

tumultous frenzy. And it will not be we who put them in circulation,
now or later but the other tendency.

Recently, Comrade Smith hurled the word disloyalty at my head
in a document which is going to be known in the entire International,
a document which pretends to be a "Reply to Comrade Munis." My
method, asserts Smith, "carries in all languages the qualification
of disloyal. What docs that method crnsist of? Of "concentrating
all attacks against the IS and affecting to ignore that on all tho
important questions which concern the life of the International, it

is not the IS, but the representative aggregate of the sections of
the International, that is the IEC, which decides." If that accu-
sation were correct, my method, mere than disloyal, would be ex-
tremely stupid, and would nn-t excite Comrade Smith and his tendency
colleagues so much 5 it would do no more than inconvenience them,
since a documentary proof rf the fact on the part of the IS would
be sufficient for all of tho sections of the International to look
upon us with nen-cenf idence and antipathy.

Smith set out to write his "Reply to Comrade Munis" as a result
of the document "Beware J " signed by me and Peralta. The latter doc-
ument fundamentally criticized the IS because it does not distribute
decisions taken by the IEC, but a report presented to a Plenum of
the same bj£ the International Secretariat . Perhaps Comrade Smith
wanted us, as proof of loyalty, to attack the IEC and the entire
International for words spoken by the IS? On the contrary, actually
making a distinction between co-responsibles , Smith speaks of the
document "Beware" as of something written by Munis "in collaboration
with Comrade Peralta." If he is interested in perfecting his method,
Smith should know that the document in question was written by Com-
rade Peralta in collaboration with Comrade Munis. Not for this dees
Munis refrain from accepting responsibility for each and every one
of the words of the document.

Furthermore, Comrade Smith must have knowledge of a document
of mine on the Spanish problems, entirely and exclusively directed
against the IEC , since the latter supports the resolutions which I

criticize and call for a struggle against. That alone is enough to

demonstrate that the accusation of Smith is in the clouds and, let
us say gratuitous, so as not to confuse it with the weighty criti-
cisms that are directed at me. If more proof is absolutely neces-
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sary, hero are the documents: "The Fourth International in Danger"
also directed against the IEC, and the "Open Letter to the PCI",
wherein the International itself is seriously criticized, which
having let events overtake it, today plays a conservative role.
You must be advised, Comrade Smith, that neither the tendency to
which I belong nor I personally am Interested in making headway and
obtaining a majority by making ideological concessions, by criti-
cizing . some and acquiescing unprincipledly to ethers in order to
set them against each ether, in a word, by maneuvering. Do you
wish proof? Lock at our "Open Letter to the PCI", where in regard
to the national question above all, criticisms are made which per-
tain to two of the tendencies of the French party closest to our
position. We did not make those criticisms without being aware of
it, but intentionally, because we are nc t interested in a shapeless
majority of compromise but cne obtained by the most rigorous and
complete discussion of all problems, without sparing anyone • If
you or anyone else insists, I can cite several cases in which the
tendency to which you belong has net comported itself in the same
manner. As a warning for the future, permit me nevertheless to add,
Comrade Smith, that we are certain of triumphing in the Internation-
al, because sustained by cur ideas, by net making any maneuver, we
"maneuver" better than anyone. Let these who can, do likewise I

Let us examine s' bcrly, with the indifference of a biologist
whe examines two organisms, the contents of the article of Smith in
relation to the document "Beware" which this comrade appears to

have set out to answer.

In "Beware" Peralta and I were criticizing the claim that the
World Congress was, "before all else, the Congress of the organi-
zations which have respected the international discipline and which
maintain normal relations with the loading bodies." We established,
with concrete examples, that everyone can see in our criticism, that
the "normal relations" with the leading bodies must be understood
in the political sense (internationalist attitude during the war)
and not in the organizational sense, since almost all of the sec-
tions were not able to maintain even half-way normal relations with
the leading bodies. We asked, in a word, that they confront the
problem with a broad political criterion and not with a narrow or-
ganizational criterion. In the "Reply" of Comrade Smith there is

not even a superficial allusion to our criticism.

We also asked to what conditions the world leadership referred
in proposing that organizations which "place conditions to their
belonging to the International" should not participate in the World
Congress, In eight pages, Comrade Smith has not found space for a

line of reply.

"The whole attitude of the IS" — stated our document "Be-
ware I" — "on the preparatory discussion of the Congress shows the

primitive greed of safeguarding the prestige of the leadership."
By way of answer, Smith admonishes me: "Your articles, Comrade
Munis, have been published in our press and your pamphlets have



been distributed by us to all the sectir-ns and organizations of the
Fourth International." Smith would have been more convincing had
he enumerated all the articles which he says have been published
by the IS and those which were sent and not published. Unfortu-
nately I cannot produce the statistics because I do not have my
archives here. But in the Bulletins of the IS I have seen only two
or three letters, some amendments to a Spanish document and two
brief articles that even deserve a reply, although I must add that
of these Bulletins, not even a half a dozen arrive in Mexico, there-
by making it difficult to deal with the complete collection. Even
if all were published, does that fact perhaps excuse the IS from the
principal accusation we made: of not having put on the agenda, more
than a year after its formation, the principal

•
problems posed to

our movement and to the proletariat generally? It is less excus-
able if more discussion Bulletins have appeared. And this gives us
the right to demand of Smith that when he tries to accuse a comrade
of disloyalty he do it by at least replying to the principal argu-
ments of the accused.

The distribution of the pamphlets, which Smith mentions as
testimony of the democratic scruples of the IS, is on the contrary,
an unanswerable charge against him. One of the pamphlets, written
more than three years ago, condemns as opportunist and centrist the
policy followed by one of our principal parties. It was designed
especially to begin a world discussion on the subject, of transcen-
dental importance for the entire International. In Mexico we pub-
lished not more than a thousand copies in Spanish, of which only a
few dozen that remained could be sent to the IS when the latter was
formed. In order that the discussion materialize on this point,
which should be one of the first and main points at the World Con-
gress, if the World Congress takes itself seriously, it was necessary
to send the pamphlet to all the sections, at least in English and in
French. But more than three years after having been written, more
than a year after the world leadership was constituted, the pamphlet
is ignored by almost the entire International. Or does Comrade
Smith pretend to have us believe that the sending to each section
of four or five copies in Spanish satisfies the necessities of dis-
cussion on this point and stamps the IS as having functioned demo-
cratically? We already stated in the article "Beware i" that up to
now the International does not know what the policy of its principal
parties towards the war and the national resistance .movements was.
And this is one of the accusations for which Smith, amidst justifi-
catory soft-soap, calls me disloyal I

My pamphlet on Russia and Stalinism, another of the principal
points to be discussed in the World Congress, was not published by
the IS, granting that it had appeared in French in Mexico. In one
of the Bulletins of the IS, a note especially pointed it out as
material also for discussion without even indicating to the readers
where they could obtain it, as if they were dealing with a work as
well known and easily obtainable as "Don Quijote de la Mancha" or
'Uargantua and Pantagruel. " The French edition in Mexico did not
even exceed a thousand copies. It is impossible that the IS
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distributed the pamphlet in the same form and number as its Bulle-
tins and, furthermore, the necessities of the discussion demanded
that the principal arguments be answered, if possible in the same
length, by the official tendency. That the French edition in
Mexico was not the real reason why the IS refused to publish my
pamphlet is irrefutably demonstrated by the following facts the
Bulletins of the IS on the Russian problem were translated into
English and edited by the SWP r In this case the French edition
published in Mexico could not be offered as argument not to include
my pamphlet in the English translations. Nevertheless, in the
American Bulletins there appeared the same note of the IS, vaguely
indicating the pamphlet as material .for discussion. To deduce from
all this that the IS directs the discussion by preoccupying itself
primarily with safeguarding the prestige of the leadership, is con-
sidered an act of disloyalty by Comrade Smith, who only repeats
the words of other colleagues of his tendency.

Therefore, the only thing in Smith's eight pages that could be
taken with much good will, as a reply to our concrete accusations,
confirms rather than negates our criticisms in resoect to the atti-
tude of the IS toward the problem of the discussion in general. But
let us continue.

Under the title "Beware I" , we repeated for the nth time that
the first point on the order of the day of the World Congress would
have to be the attitude of our principal parties toward the imper-
ialist war and the national resistance movements. Why have not the
IS and Smith in his eight pages against me replied concretely yes
or no to this demand? Because being unable to refuse to discuss
this problem, they pretend to include it within the general report
which the IS will submit to the Congress™ Thus encircled by many
other problems, the problem of the attitude toward the imperialist
war and the national movements can be discussed only precipitously
and with very limited time No one in the IS has given reasons for
making this encirclement But its report to the Plenum of the IEC,
to which "Beware I" refers, can only be interpreted as a formal
denial For his part, Smith again answers by silence, as on the
problems enumerated above a

The same thing happens with the problems of the legality or
illegality of the World Congress and the necessity of prior disci-
pline for the Congress, Our position in respect to the latter is
part of what Smith calls my disloyalty, but Smith does not consider
himself obliged to take it into accounc. Why did you write eight
pages, Comrade Smith — to reply to me or to apologize for the IS?
You do not reply to me? you do make an apology for the IS. Without
following the example of your crude explanation let me say to you:
rectify your method, because by your means you will only succeed in
embroiling the International still more *

There is, however, one point of the document "Beware !" which
Comrade Smith does answer It is a point in which he and the IS
are right and he exploits it for almost an entire page, Peralta
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and I said that the IS supported L. Red in Mexico "because it was
completely in agreement with him, and that is not true. The reports
are slower in circulating inside the city of Mexico than between
the latter and Europe. But the right which helps Smith here is al-
most a wrong, because the Red matter would have been solved almost
immediately after it arose, if it had not been inflated and nicely
converted into a "case" by the IS and its close allies on this con-
tinent. Now it has to admit that L. Red does not have an effective
group, after having invented the Red Group. It is no surprise to
us that after having been the indulged, centrifugal candidate of
the IS, by virtue of opposition to the effective group which Jorge
Santiago, until now centrifugal candidate, leads, the roles were
reversed and subsequently the epithet petit-bourgeois fell upon the
first, yesterday considered "proletarian," and the second was raised
to the category of official proletariat. In any event, let my warn-
ing against those who abuse terminology in order to fill their
ideological vacuum be posed here. I repeat that the present leading
faction has already begun very seriously to abuse it, and if we do
not succeed in halting it, it will replace ideas with empty sound
at which everyone will finally shrug his shoulders. Outside of
that, let us add that if the discussion and the conditions of cele-
bration of the World Congress permit it, words will again assume
their true meaning and opportunists will not continue to wear prole-
tarian clothing.

There is still one point which, as presented by Comrade Smith,
seems to prove him entirely right and to prove irrevocably that in
the document "Beware I" Peralta and I distorted the truth deliberate-
ly. I refer to a circular of the IS to the Latin American sections,
written in February 22 of this year. We placed it in the document
referred to, "Beware!", as an example of the restrictions which the
IS was trying to impose on the participation in the World Congress
by the Latin American sections and all the small sections or groups
generally. Smith countarposes to our assertion a resolution of the
October Plenum of last year which says absolutely nothing definitive
in this respect. On the other hand there was indeed something
definitive after the February 22 circular and before Smith took the
trouble to answer me. If Smith did not consider it necessary to take
it into account, it is doubtlessly because, in respect to method, it
is not so necessary with himself as with me. The resolution of the
IEC of last March on the preparation of the World Congress, prohibi -
ted the transmission of mandates of o ne section to the othe r which
if carried out, would keep the majority of the small sections and
unofficial groups and even some of the large sections outside the
World Congress and without voting rights. That resolution of the
IEC abundantly confirms the warning which Peralta and I made in
"Beware i" However, Smith tries to squirm out of it, here is the
fact, incontestable, proving us right, and which furthermore does
not leave my method of discussion and criticism in a bad light but
rather Smith and those who are behind him.

Finally, as though to annihilate me, Smith writes: "In
reality, all this artificial noise that you make, Comrade Munis,
about our so-called "Bureaucratism," our "maneuvers," etc. . . .is
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explained by the fact that what you want to attack in us is above
all our politics."

The conduct which Smith attributes to me here is not my con-
duct towards the political problems and the world leadership but
instead relfects the concept which Smith has toward it. In fact,
Smith wishes evidently to say that the purpose of my accusations
of bureaucratism and maneuvers is to serve as a battering-ram for
my political differences with the present world leadership, as if
I hid those differences or removed from them what they contain of a
break with some Trotskyist ideas of yesterday — or if Comrade
Smith wishes to exploit the term — of revision . But it will cer-
tainly not be from our revision that opportunism will issue. Since
we are in disagreement with the present world leadership, Smith
thinks — mark this remember the kind of thinking — we have to
attack his organizational methods, inventing them if they do not
exist in fact. I repeat that that is Smith's conception and not
ours. "Beware I" was the title of the document to which Smith does
not reply, beware of a World Congress arranged or even convoked with-
out the proper previous discussion of all the problems posed by the
tremendous events supervening in the turbulent years from the found-
ing of the Congress of the Fourth International to today. Were we
right or wrong in sounding the warning? When Comrade Smith was
labeling me disloyal, the IEC had already adopted the resolution on
the method of representation to the World Congress, the examination
of which can be seen in the article, "The Fourth International in
Danger." Let us only rjcall some facts. Seven countries which
have been conceded the grace of "first importance," will have at
their disposal in the Congress approximately 38 or 35% of the votes
and will lack only nine delegates to assure themselves a majority.
Second, of the minorities, merely in order to be heard in the Con-
gress, it is demanded that they have 2^% of the members of their
section, which represents an absolute disdain for the ideas of the
minorities, precisely when the richest experience of the past years
since the foundation of the Fourth, illuminating many problems with
new light, demands to accord the maximum attention, not only to the
ideas of the minorities, but even to those of completely isolated
individuals. What the IS and IEC have decided to do aannot be con-
sidered, no matter how you look at it, Comrade Smith, as anything
but a bureaucratic attitude towards ideas. Third, the resolution
prohibits the delegation of mandates, with the result that a good
number of groups and sections will be deprived of vote, groups and
sections which, with a notion of discipline and loyalty which is not

, in the manner of the revolutionary movement, the present world
leadership asks that they submit, from the present, to the discipline
of a Congress in which many of them will not be able to vote. Even
if there were no more than that (and there is more, as can be seen
in the document, "The Fourth International in Danger") the foregoing
in "Beware I" would be entirely justified. The "artificial noise"
which Smith attributes to me has basis of definite solidity.

Far from proposing to attack deliberately the organizational
methods of a leadership with which we are in political disagreement,
we vigorously desire not to have to reproach it for more than its



political ideas. If it had started a discussion, immediately after
its constitution, on all those problems which, with greater or lesser
verisimilitude could be suspected of deserving a reconsideration,
taking at the same time entirely democratic means for the discussion
and the celebration of the Congress, our political criticisms and our
demands for the reconsideration of certain problems would be maintain-
ed integrally, but we would recognize that the leadership is untouch-
able from the point of view of the methods, which would be very sane
as a principle of coexistence of different factions in the same
organization. Our activity and our ideas tend to just this idea.
Unfortunately, the present world leadership has not comported itself
thus, which obliges us to transfer the criticism from the political
level to the organizational level. Let us add that its behaviour is
not explained as much by its opposition to some of our points of
view — such as the problem of the defense of Russia — as by the
policy pursued by some of our parties toward the imperialist war and
the movements of national resistance. Thus it is that our demand for
discussion of this problem in the first place and as a special point
of the Congress, giving previously all the documents necessary for
the International to judge, has met such a sordid reception in the
world leadership. I believe it is necessary to say here in order
that it begins to be clear: in the final instance, forced by the
weight of facts and by the displacement of the base, the defensist
heads, the IS as well as the American party, can come to liquidate
the "unconditional defense of the USSR. " That evolution would be
much more probable in case of war, since if, for example, the SWP
did not take during the past war a defeatist policy nor afterwards
knew how to correct its errors, there is no reason to suppose that
it should have a defeatist policy during a war between the United
States and Russia. This being the case, surely many will suddenly
begin to discover the transformation of quantity into quality. Above
all, It is the opportunist errors which it does not wish to recognize,
which dictates the organizational attitude of the IS, its manner of
directing the discussion, which ignores totally the necessities of
our movement and its calcified terminology.

I have full right to say this to you, Comrade Smith, because
you and the IS have very precipitately directed all kinds of accusa-
tions of disloyalty at me, while you have as yet to direct even one
severe glance at that policy which was defined as non-support for
Imperialist War, transformation of this same war into a true war
against Fascism, no obstruction to the effective prosecution of their
war (that of the capitalists), etc. Isn't it more important to
direct one's gaze and criticisms at politics of this kind?

With this, your paragraph on the functioning of the Interna-
tional as well as everything else you have written, is answered.

As for the quotations from Leon Trotsky, I reserve the right to
return to it in my writings at a later date. However, I have this to

say in advance if you find it to your interest to use it, I disagree
with it and it appears to me to be entirely false today. And if bhe

International should be guided by it, it would destroy Leon Trotsky's
own work.

Mexico, D.F., August 19^7.
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DO WHAT I SAY AND NOT WHAT I DO
By

G. Munis and Benjamin Peret

Discipline! Such is the slogan with which the International
leadership — constituted by men who boast of being strong —
attempts to hide its ideological nakedness. Certainly, no one is
more of a partisan of discipline than we are, but it must not
serve simply to guarantee a comfortable intellectual sleep for
those who invoke it day in and day out. Discipline for the appli-
cation of decisions democratically arrived at after a broad and
loyal discussion, yes

5
discipline without discussion or democ-

racy, no.

We have accused the International leadership of invoking dis-
cipline in order to assure the success of its bureaucratic maneu-
vers, and we have already furnished proofs of these maneuvers (see
"The International in Danger"). The crisis in the English party
furnishes a different example of these maneuvers.

In a previous document the International leadership demanded
from the comrades and groups asked to participate in the World Con-
gress a pledge to accept its discipline in advance. This demand --

we repeat — is anti-democratic and constitutes an extremely danger-
ous precedent, authorizing, moreover, an actual ideological dicta-
torship by the International leadership which will come out of the
Congress, a dictatorship which the present leadership is contem-
plating since it already wishes to prohibit all discussion in the
International following the conclusion of the Congress, but in what
nook or cranny has there been a discussion? We don't know of any.
That pledge will therefore permit the leadership to stifle all life
in the International since each time that a section or individual
comrade comes forth with a new idea or suggests a tactic not fore-
seen by the Congress, the leadership will be able to brandish the
pledge previously taken at this Congress and invoke the discipline
of the barracks and the grave.

Further, the International leadership — and this time it is
right — is in favor of a policy of unification where our movement
is divided into two or more groups which are not separated by prin-
cipled differences. For several years a discussion has placed a
minority of our English section, favorable to entry into the Labor
Party, in opposition to the majority, which refuses to envisage
this immediate perspective. Let us say immediately that we are in
all cases opposed to entry into reformist "workers" parties of the
type of the Labor Party or the French Socialist Party. This tactic
dates from the epoch of the radicalization of reformist parties
(1933-1935). To follow that tactic today is to give proof of ideo-
logical inertia, since previous conditions are absent. These par-
ties are, by their own confession, no more than "loyal managers"
of bankrupt capitalist businesses (Leon Blum dixit ) and without
them and the Stalinist parties they would be incapable of making
the masses accept the unheard of sufferings that the Stalinists and
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reformists succeed in imposing on them thanks to the marriage,
which is strengthened every day, of their apparatus with that of
the capitalist state. Tactically, then, we do not have a common
political interest with the English minority since we advocate a
policy of united front with left minorities within reformist par-
ties as well as with left proletarian organizations opposed to Stal-
inists and reformists. We are equally in disagreement with the
majority of the RCP which, during the war, imitated the opportunist
policy of the SWP and has up to now been unable to disentangle itself
from the conservative policy of the International leadership. But
now the English minority threatens to break the discipline of the
next convention of the RCP by splitting, through insisting upon the
immediate application of the tactic of entry into the Labor Party.
It demands, in the event that the majority of the party comes out
against its tactic, the right of beginning work "under its own
control," That is very definitely the breaking of discipline and
splitting.

Beginning with the hypothesis of a healthy internal life in
the RCP, what should the IS do to remain faithful to its policy of
unification of the Trotskyist movement throughout the world and
so as not to violate its own decisions relative to the acceptance
of the discipline of the World Congress in advance? It obviously
ought to say to the English minority: "You wish to enter into the
Labor Party to form nuclei there for the creation of a left wing.
Good. But you accepted the discipline of the last national conven-
tion; on our part we are enforcing the discipline fijf the World
Congress accepted in advance. You must re-main in the Party while
submitting yourselves to the majority since your differences are
on tactical questions," However, if the English minority sponta-
neously and not encouraged by the IS threatens to split, we think
that the IS then ought to recommend to the convention of the En-
glish party to authorize the minority to go through its own exper-
ience of entry into the Labor Party under the control of the leader -

ship of the RCP. Instead of that, what has the IS done? It first
of all made contact with the English minority unbeknownst to the
leadership of the party, that is, it encouraged the breaking of
discipline by the minority, (Letters of the PC of the RCP to the
IS dated June 23, 19*+7 and July 15? 19^7.) Why? Comrade Gabriel
clearly indicates it in his letter of July 6 addressed to the PC
of the RCPs "...to establish concretely the experience of the line
which you defend and that which the minority and the majority of
the International defends." In other words, Comrade Gabriel in
the name of the IS avows his agreement with the tactic defended by
the minority. And this explains that. It Is useless to say that
a split exists only as a distant perspective; it is no less true
that the IS encourages the minority to resist by approving its
intentions and thereby drives toward a split. But Comrade Gabriel
is prudent and wishes to save appearances. That is why he proposes
a discussion between the majority, the minority, and the IS. What
could be more normal in appearance? Although the IS does not dare
to propose that this tripartite meeting come to a decision by
voting, the result of which would be guaranteed in advance since



the IS controls two votes out of three, it is obvious that it would
be in a position to inform the International (which would not know
in advance that the IS encrouages the English minority) thereby
"orienting" it toward the IS. This is evident if it is considered
that the resolution condemning the threat of split which was pre-
sented to the IS by Comrade Conrad in the name of the majority of
the RCP was rejected. What can that be called other than a maneu-
ver, for it is the same International leadership which demands a
pledge of prior acceptance of the discipline of a World Congress
being held after nine years filled with events of incalculable sig-
nificance which refuses to impose it on a minority of a party that
determines its policy by regular conventions. A question, comrades
of the International leadership: is the minority of the RCP cen-
trifugal or centripetal? Thanks for the answer.

Thus the International leadership employs discipline at the
pleasure of the interests of its conservative policy menacing those
who are opposed to its political line and permitting its faithful
to violate it. We categorically reject such an interpretation of
discipline. It is a reflection of the degeneration provoked in the
working class movement by Stalinism and Reformism. We will never
submit to it because we know how to react against that degeneration.
That degeneration is summed up in what is called in Spanish la ley
del embudo s the English equivalent of which is represented by the
sentence preceding these lines.

To conclude: we repeat once more: we are categorically
against the position of the English minority and opposed to the
political line followed by the majority of the RCP, a line similar
in its entirety to that of the International leadership, which aids
the most conservative (centrist) tendencies of our movement. We
consider that the International leadership has favored the split
tendencies of the minority, violating its own decisions in regard
to the World Congress, while it ought to have acted inversely. We
think that if a genuine democracy reigns in the English party --

which we believe — the living together of the tiro tendencies is
possible, the minority applying its tactic of entry into the Labor
Party under the control of the national leadership, democratically
elected and including representatives of the minority. The Inter-
national and we are correct in saying to the IS: You who demand
prior acceptance of the discipline of a World. Congress held after
nine years without discussion or contact refuse to demand of a

national minority that it submit to the decisions of the convention
of its party. The proof is thereby given that your demanding dis-
cipline is only a means of covering politically conservative ends
by organizational proceedings. It is against this that we intend
to establish a catalyzing agent in the International.

Mexico, D.F.
August 22, 19^7.


